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Supply and demand for European accounting research.  
Evidence from EAA congresses 
Abstract: 
We study the supply and demand for European accounting research, referring to author 
nationality and the country origin of the data to define research as ‘European’. We study both 
the supply (conference proceedings) and the demand (published papers) for European 
research. To assess the supply side, we study all papers presented at the 1998, 2000, 2002 and 
2005 EAA congresses. Out of the total 1622 papers, 257 (16%) are European, with an 
increase after 2000. We find that European papers are more often co-authored than local 
papers. 50% of the European papers are in Financial Accounting (vs. 35% for local papers, 
57% for other papers); 46% use the empirical archival methodology (vs. 33% for local papers 
and 48% for other papers). Out of the 158 European papers presented at the 1998, 2000 and 
2002 EAA congresses, 55 (34%) have been published by 2006. As expected, the EAR is the 
major outlet for European papers, closely followed by British and US journals. The number of 
co-authors and their nationality are the only significant variables associated with the 
likelihood of publication. This study furthers understanding of the ongoing construction of the 
European accounting research community, by studying not only published papers, but also 
conference proceedings. 
Key words: 
Accounting research, Co-authorship, Bibliometry, European Research, EAA, Publication 
 
 
Résumé :  
 
Cet article étudie l’offre et la demande de la recherche comptable européenne. Une recherche 
est définie comme « européenne » à travers la nationalité des auteurs et l’origine nationale des 
données. Nous étudions à la fois l’offre (actes de congrès) et la demande (publications) de la 
recherche européenne. L’offre est évaluée à travers les communications présentées aux 
congrès de l’EAA de 1998, 2000, 2002 et 2005. Sur les 1622 communications, 257 (16%) 
sont européennes, avec une hausse après 2000. Nos résultats montrent que les articles 
européens ont plus de co-auteurs que les papiers locaux. 50% des papiers européens sont en 
comptabilité financière (vs. 35% pour les papiers locaux, 57% pour les autres) ; 46% utilisent 
une méthodologie empirique sur données d’archives (vs. 33% pour les papiers locaux et 48% 
pour les autres). Sur les 158 papiers européens présentés aux congrès de l’EAA de 1998, 2000 
et 2002, 55 (34%) ont été publiés en 2006. Conformément à nos hypothèses, la revue EAR est 
la plus représentée, suivie de journaux anglais et américains. Le nombre de co-auteurs et leur 
nationalité sont les seules variables significatives associées avec la probabilité de publication. 
En étudiant non seulement les articles publiés, mais également les actes de congrès, cet article 
aide à mieux comprendre la construction d’une communauté de recherche européenne. 
 
Mots-clés :  
Recherche comptable, co-auteurs, bibliométrie, EAA, publication. 
 
JEL classification : M40 ; M41 
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1.  INTRODUCTION 
The starting point of this study lies in an apparent contradiction between past academic 
studies and the stated goals of the European Accounting Association. On the one hand, 
according to Hopwood (2002), the European Accounting Association (EAA) has provided “a 
platform for mutual learning and understanding, for new intellectual linkages and for the 
creation of new international networks of co-operation, particularly among the young”. 
Moreover, the EAA statutes state that one of the association’s major objectives is to become 
“a focal point of communications for its members residing in Europe and abroad… [and 
improving the] dissemination of information on accounting research and pedagogy” (Article 
3). 
On the other hand, prior empirical evidence shows a lack of international collaboration in the 
accounting research community. One of the major findings to emerge from studies on 
accounting research is its very local nature (Lukka and Kasanen, 1996): accounting research 
tends to remain very nationally-focused. Panozzo (1997) and Carmona et al. (1999) even cast 
considerable doubts on the existence of truly European accounting research, and also global 
accounting research. 
This article attempts both to study the characteristics of European accounting research, and to 
assess the existence of a European accounting research community. These are important 
research questions. For individual researchers, this article provides hints on success factors for 
European research and opportunities for initiating European collaborations and/or working on 
European data. At a more conceptual level, it studies the effectiveness of an academic 
association (the EAA) whose goal is to foster the development of a European research 
community. More generally, this study furthers understanding of the European accounting 
research community’s ongoing construction. 
To address our research questions, we study both the supply of and demand for European 
accounting research. Our research question critically hinges on our definition of ‘European 
research’. We consider both the authors’ nationality and the country origin of the data in 4 
assessing the ‘Europeanness’ of a paper. Research is defined as European if (1) all the co-
authors come from different European countries whatever the origin of the data, (2) the co-
authors are non-European but the data is from a European country, (3) the co-authors are all 
From the same European country and the data is from another European country. We are 
aware that our definition may be considered over-restrictive, as it excludes all papers whose 
author(s) use(s) data from their home country even when they may be relevant for a European 
readership.  
 





th EAA congresses held in Antwerp, Munich, 
Copenhagen and Göteborg in 1998, 2000, 2002 and 2005). Contrary to prior studies that have 
used published literature, our sources of data come from conference proceedings. This 
approach presents numerous advantages compared to studying published articles. First, our 
scope is broader, since we cover the work of very young researchers as well as well-
established researchers. Second, the bias due to the selection criteria applied for published 
papers is mitigated. Among others, Lukka and Kasanen (1996) have shown that published 
authors are mainly from the US, the UK and Canada. Two non-exclusive interpretations are 
valid. This over-representation of English speaking authors may reflect either a higher quality 
in English-speaking research groups, or social reproduction of the elite (Bourdieu, 1988). 
Studying conference proceedings moderates this caveat, as acceptance rates are higher for 
conferences than for journals. Third, EAA congresses bring together European and 
international accounting research communities, not only the American community, which is 
over-represented in prior bibliometric studies (the top journals studied in prior empirical 
research are mainly North American
i). Out of the 1622 papers studied, 257 (16%) are 
European, with an increase after 2000. We find that European papers are more co-authored 
than local papers (for explanations of our ‘European/local’ classifications, see below). 50% of 
the European papers are in Financial Accounting (vs. 35% for local papers and 57% for other 5 
papers); 46% use the empirical archival methodology (vs. 33% for local papers and 48% for 
other papers).  
We also study the ‘demand’ for European accounting research by analyzing the 2006 
publication status (published versus non-published) of the papers identified as ‘European’ 
from 1998, 2000 and 2002. Note that we exclude papers presented in the 2005 congress: 
because of the length of the submission and review process, it is unlikely that many papers 
achieve publication within one year of presentation. Out of the 158 European papers 
presented at the 1998, 2000 and 2002 EAA congresses, 55 (34%) are published (as of 2006). 
As expected, the European Accounting Review is the major outlet for European papers, with 
10 papers published. However, British and US journals published respectively 12 and 18 of 
the identified European papers. The number of co-authors and/or their nationality are the only 
significant variables associated with the likelihood of publication. More precisely, papers with 
co-authors from US or English-speaking institutions are more likely to see their work 
published, especially in US or English-language journals. These findings confirm that 
“Anglo-Saxon” journals are not easily accessible to European researchers even if the research 
is carried out on European data. Neither research methodology nor research topic is associated 
with publication.  
The remainder of this article is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the theoretical 
background, section 3 presents the sample and the codification of the papers used in this 
article. Empirical findings are discussed in section 4, and section 5 concludes. 
2. CONTEXT AND THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 
2.1.  HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
The European Accounting Association (EAA) was founded in 1977. One of its main goals 
was “to link together the European community of accounting scholars and researchers, to 
provide a platform for the wider dissemination of European accounting research and to foster 
and improve research” (Carmona et al., 1999). Hopwood (2002) reminds us that prior to 1976, 6 
accounting research in Europe had been primarily a national endeavour. Consistent with 
Whitley’s (1984) contention that “academic reputation requires a system of formal public 
communication to disseminate results, evaluations and debates”, the EAA has organised 
annual congresses since 1978 and created an academic review in 1992 (the European 
Accounting Review). 
 
The European Accounting Association and the European Accounting Review “have rendered 




ii grew from small European meetings into international-scale 
congresses during the period 1978-2001, and continue to develop. According to Majala 
(2002), these congresses have greatly influenced the academic accounting community and the 
accounting practices of the countries involved. The EAA has organized 29 congresses as of 
2006. Majala (2002) groups those congresses into four categories. 
1.  Pioneer congresses, 1978-1982: 200 participants and 20 countries represented. 
2.  Developing congresses, 1983-1987: more than 200 participants and 24 countries 
represented. 
3.  Expanding congresses, 1988-1991: 500 participants and 30 countries represented. 
4.  Massive congresses, 1992-2001: 1,000 participants, more than 35 countries 
represented and around 300 papers presented in parallel sessions. 
 
Carmona et al. (1999) show that the European Accounting Review has played a significant 
role in the spread of Europe-based accounting research. “The journal constitutes the sole 
venue providing international visibility to scholars of eleven continental European countries. 
Moreover, the EAR has published a significant proportion of all the international 7 
contributions from scholars of the other 15 European countries.” Raffournier and Schatt 
(2006) confirm the importance of the EAR in disseminating European accounting research. 
2.2.  AIMS OF THE PAPER AND RELATED PAST RESEARCH  
Our research examines the characteristics of European accounting research. We first attempt 
to describe and characterize research presented during EAA congresses. Certainly not all 
papers presented can be labelled as European research. A first contribution of this study is to 
propose criteria to classify a paper as ‘European’, and then explore the distinctive 
characteristics of European papers compared to local and international papers in terms of co-
authorship patterns, research topics and research methodologies. Second, we identify the 2006 
publication status of each paper labelled as European, and explore factors associated with 
publication. In other words, in the first stage we analyse the supply of European accounting 
research (characteristics of European papers from conference proceedings). In the second 
stage, we study the demand for European accounting research (determinants of publication for 
European papers). 
 
Our paper stands at the junction between two fields of literature. The first studies the location 
of the accounting research community (e.g. Lukka and Kasanen, 1996), while the second 
studies the characteristics of published European accounting research (e.g. Carmona et al, 
1999). 
 
We study the nature of European accounting research using Lukka and Kasanen’s definition 
of “local” and “global” research, which is derived from two belief systems in accounting 
research (Lukka and Kasanen, 1996). In the first of these belief systems, accounting is viewed 
as a local discipline by nature. In a local paper the home country of the researcher and the 
origin of the data are typically the same. This kind of paper is not based on data from several 
countries, or data from a country different from the researcher’s country, and/or is not co-
authored by researchers from different countries. In the second belief system, accounting is 8 
taken to be a global discipline. In this system, there are no clear linkages between the 
researcher’s home country and the origin of the data; articles often include data from several 
countries, or data from a country which is different from the author’s country, and they are 
often co-authored by researchers from different countries. In this paper we use the 
local/global distinction devised by Lukka and Kasanen (1996), but enhance the classification 
system by using two categories of global papers: European papers and international papers.  
Lukka and Kasanen (1996) address the issue of globality / locality in the accounting research 
community by analysing empirical studies published by 6 leading English-language 
accounting research journals from the US, Europe and Australia during the period 1984-1993. 
Their findings indicate that accounting still tends to be a local discipline by nature: both 
empirical evidence and authors are significantly clustered along country lines. They conclude 
that the ‘global’ accounting research community does not exist. Even in international 
publications, the number of papers that include multinational data, or are co-authored by 
researchers from different countries is very small. 
Following Lukka and Kasanen (1996), Ballas and Theoharakis (2003) examined how 
contextual factors such as a researcher’s location and research orientation may influence 
journal quality perceptions. Their results demonstrate that journal quality perceptions vary 
significantly between academics located in North America and Europe, thus confirming 
Lukka and Kasanen’s 1996 conclusion that “the global accounting research community does 
not seem to exist”. 
 
Concerning the second field of literature, Carmona et al. (1999) attempt to address the 
existence and role of European accounting research by examining all papers published in 13 
leading accounting research journals during 1992-1997. Their results cast considerable doubt 
on the notion of European accounting research (see also Panozzo, 1997). The hegemony of 
British scholars over Europe-based accounting research means the British and European 
communities are largely indistinguishable. This is confirmed by Chan, Chen and Cheng 9 
(2006), who find that UK universities clearly dominate other European institutions in terms of 
publications in 19 journals. A limitation common to these studies is the use of journal 
publications as the sole indicator of research productivity (Puxty et al., 1994; Humphrey et al., 
1995). Raffournier and Schatt (2006) confirm that the full variety of European accounting 
research is not reflected in academic journals, suggesting a bias towards English-speaking 
scholars. 
 
Compared to previous literature, our paper makes two new contributions (besides to providing 
a refined definition of European research). First, whereas journals have formed the basis for 
most bibliometric studies examining investigations in the field (Brown, 1996; Lukka and 
Kasanen, 1996; Panozzo, 1997, Carmona et al., 1999), we study unpublished literature 
(communications from the EAA congresses). Conference proceedings present numerous 
advantages compared to published articles. First, they provide a broader scope, including the 
work of very young researchers alongside highly-experienced researchers. Second, the bias 
due to the selection criteria of published papers is mitigated. Among others, Lukka and 
Kasanen (1996) have shown that published authors are mainly from the US, the UK and 
Canada. Two non-exclusive interpretations are valid. This over-representation of English-
speaking authors may reflect higher quality in English-speaking research groups. A second 
explanation lies in the concept of social reproduction of the accounting academic elite 
(Bourdieu, 1988): editors of accounting journals may act as gatekeepers, filtering out non-
English language research. Studying unpublished literature moderates this caveat. Third, EAA 
congresses bring together European and international accounting research communities rather 
than only the American community, which is over-represented in prior bibliometric studies 
(top journals studied in prior empirical research are mainly North American). We concentrate 
on EAA congresses because Carmona (2002) found that the EAA has made considerable 
progress in: facilitating networking among European accounting scholars; increasing 
commitment towards high-quality research; incorporating into its structures and activities the 10 
notion of diversity; building up the reputation of its annual congress; and moving from its 
initial Anglo-Saxon/Northern European dominance to a more comprehensive European focus. 
Moreover, the new social space of a pan-European research network is giving rise to a new 
intellectual space of European accounting research (Panozzo, 1997). 
 
A second original feature of our research is that we address both the supply (conference 
proceedings) and the demand (published papers) for European accounting research. More 
specifically, we first analyse all papers presented in parallel sessions during four EAA 
congresses. Each paper is classified as Local, Global-European, or Global-International. After 
studying the patterns and characteristics of these three types of research, we analyse the 
determinants of publication for Global-European papers. This twofold approach provides a 
better understanding of the dynamics of European research (compared to concentrating solely 
on published papers). Unlike Raffournier and Schatt (2006), our study is longitudinal, as we 
identify the publication status for each paper labelled as European after its presentation during 
an EAA congress. Raffournier and Schatt (2006) compare and contrast conference papers and 
published papers during 2000-2005, but they do not follow up on the publication status of 
each presented paper. Their paper helps to understand the differences between ‘grey’ and 
published literature over the period studied. Because we monitor each European paper 
individually, our study helps to bring out the factors associated with publication of European 
research. 
 
Given the historical background of the EAA, our overall expectation is to see a rise in the 
European research content of conference proceedings. We also expect to find patterns that 
indicate a shift in the orientation of accounting research, from locally-oriented to globally-
oriented accounting research. 11 
Concerning the demand side of our study (publication of European research papers), we 
anticipate that the European Accounting Review and European academic journals will be the 
principal forum for publication for European papers. 
3. METHODOLOGY 
3.1.  SAMPLE AND RESEARCH DESIGN 
This article attempts to study the characteristics of European accounting research. To address 
our research question, we study both the supply (conference proceedings) and the demand 
(published papers) for European accounting research. 
 
We analyse the supply of European accounting research by reading and coding all abstracts of 




th EAA congresses, held respectively in 
Antwerp in April 1998, Munich in April 2000, Copenhagen in April 2002 and Göteborg in 
May 2005. We obtained a sample of 1622 papers presented in parallel sessions
iii (258 in 1998, 
351 in 2000, 492 in 2002 and 521 in 2005). We classify all research papers presented during 
parallel sessions into three major categories: Local, Global-European or Global-International. 
We then analyse the characteristics of European research compared to Local and International 
research, in terms of co-authorship, research topic, sample nationality and research 
methodology.   
 
To assess the demand side of European research, we identify the 2006 publication status of 
each paper classified as European in the 1998, 2000 and 2002 EAA congresses. We exclude 
the 2005 congress because it is unlikely that a paper presented in 2005 will already be 
published in 2006. Rather than using a predefined list of journals, we check whether the paper 
is published in any academic journal, whatever the language. Finally, we analyse the factors 
associated with the likelihood of publication. 12 
3.2.  DEFINITION OF LOCAL AND GLOBAL (EUROPEAN AND INTERNATIONAL) RESEARCH 
A critical issue for this study is the classification of papers as local or global. We split global 
papers into two categories: European or International research. 
The major variables used to classify a paper as Global (European or International) or Local 
are (1) the source country of the data, (2) the author’s name, institution and country (see 
figure 1). For the sake of simplicity, we approximate the author’s nationality based on country 
of residence (i.e. the nationality of his/her institution). We are aware that this approximation 
may in some cases lead to classification errors, but we are unable to accurately identify the 
actual nationality of all authors. 
Insert Figure 1 
 
The classification of research papers is presented below (see Figure 2). 
 
Insert Figure 2 
 
Operationally, as indicated in Figure 2: 
-  We regard a paper as Local if its data comes from the author’s home country, and if 
there are multiple authors, they must all be from the same country (case (1) – Figure 
2). 
-  Research is defined as European if the co-authors come from different, but all 
European countries
iv, whatever the origin of the data (the research is European by the 
authors, case (4) – Figure 2), or the co-authors come from the same non-European 
country and the data is from a different, but European country (European by the data, 
case (2) – Figure 2), or the co-authors come from the same European country and the 
data is from a different European country (‘fully’ European, case (2) – Figure 2).  
-  Research is defined as international if the authors come from at least one non-
European country and the data is from a non-European country (fully international, 13 
case (5) – Figure 2) or if the author(s) come from the same European country and the 
data is from a non-European country (International European, case (3) – Figure 2). 
-  A paper is Global if it belongs to the following categories: European or International. 
 
For example, a paper written by two German authors on German data is classified as local; on 
UK data, it would be classified as Global-European. A paper co-authored by French and 
American academics on US data is classified as Global-International; on French data it would 
be Global-European. A theoretical paper written by Italian and Spanish professors is Global 
European (by the authors).  
 
Our definition of local/global differs from Lukka and Kasanen (1996). In their paper, they 
consider the nationality of the journal (publication forum) in addition to the authors’ 
nationality and the source country of the sample data. Since we are focusing on ‘grey’ 
literature (not already published), we drop this criterion and define local/global research by 
the researcher(s)’ nationality and the origin of the data. We also distinguish two subcategories 
of ‘global’ research: European papers and International papers. 
3.3.  DATA COLLECTION 
We read the abstracts of the 1622 papers presented during the four EAA congresses studied 
(1998, 2000, 2002 and 2005). For each paper, we code the name and surname of all authors, 
their institutions and the home country of their institutions, the paper’s research topic, the 
sample nationality, the methodology used, and the publication status. 
 
We code the nationality of each author in the case of co-authored papers. This enables us (1) 
to understand the co-authorship strategy, and (2) to avoid certain biases possible if only the 
nationality of the first author is considered. For instance, a paper co-authored by French and 
German researchers on a sample of French firms would be classified as a local paper if we 14 
based our classification only on the first author’s nationality, whereas the correct 
classification is as a European paper
v.  
 
The research topics listed in the conference proceedings studied (1998, 2000, 2002 and 2005) 
are not constant. The number of research topics varies: 17 in 1998, 18 in 2000, 19 in 2002 and 
16 in 2005. For instance, ACM (Accounting and Capital Markets), AST (Accounting and 
Strategy), FFM (Finance and Financial Management) are listed research topics in 2000 and 
2002 but no longer in 2005, whereas CPP (Critical and Political Perspectives on Accounting) 
is listed in 2002 and 2005 but was not included previously
vi. For a homogenous classification 
scheme, we grouped the research topics into 6 ‘streams’: 
(1) ‘Social studies’ includes papers classified under CPP (Critical and Political 
Perspectives on Accounting) and OBA (Organizational and Behavioural Aspects of 
Accounting) 
(2) ‘Management Accounting’ covers AIS (Accounting and Information Systems) and 
MAN (Management Accounting)  
(3) ‘Financial accounting’ comprises ACM (Accounting and Capital Markets), FAN 
(Financial Statement Analysis), FFM (Finance and Financial Management), FRG 
(Financial Reporting), INA (International Accounting), and GOV (Corporate 
governance) 
(4) ‘Theory’ includes EAA (Analytical Research in Accounting and Auditing) and ATH 
(Accounting Theory)
vii 
(5) ‘Audit’ corresponds to AUD (Auditing) 
(6) ‘Specialist’ covers AED (Accounting Education), AHI (Accounting History), AST 
(Accounting and Strategy), PSA (Public Sector and Not-for Profit Accounting) and 
TAX (Taxation and Accounting) 
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To code the sample nationality, we create four categories: (1) specific country (e.g. UK, 
France, Italy, etc); (2) European (at least two different European countries); (3) international 
(at least two different countries including one non-European country); (4) no sample 
(theoretical papers, models). 
 
The methodologies used are coded from a careful reading of the abstracts. We use the 
classification of methodologies defined in the online submission system for the 2006 and 
2007 EAA congresses: Empirical archival, Empirical experimental, Empirical field or case 
study, Empirical survey, Non-empirical – analytical, Non-empirical – theory, Other
viii. Faced 
with difficulties in classifying certain papers by coding research methodologies from the 
abstracts, we decided to create a new category: Ambiguous. Papers which do not clearly fall 
into any of the above-mentioned categories are classified in this category (this concerns only 
9 of the 1622 papers studied). 
 
We are aware that it is sometimes difficult to identify the methodology and sample nationality 
from abstracts alone. To mitigate bias, the 1622 papers were coded by only two researchers 
with 4 years post-PhD experience. The sample nationality and methodology were also double-
coded on a random sample representing 20% of the papers. In case of doubt, papers were 
jointly coded by the researchers. 
 
To track the publication status of each European paper, we use three bibliographic databases: 
Business source complete (or EBSCO), Science direct, and Emerald. For each European 
paper we enter the name of each author or co-author, and based on the title of the paper we 
check whether or not it has been published. If the title of the published paper is different from 
the presented paper, we download the published paper to verify the similarities between the 
two papers. We first use the Business source complete database, then Science direct (if no 
publication was found in Business source complete) and finally Emerald. While we cannot 16 
rule out the possibility of a European paper being published but not identified as published, 
we believe that our procedure minimizes this risk. Note that we do not use a predefined list of 
journals, which could have introduced a bias towards high-quality UK or US based journals. 
4. EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS 
4.1.  ANALYSIS OF THE SUPPLY OF EUROPEAN RESEARCH 
The purpose of this paragraph is to present the characteristics of European research. To 
achieve this goal, we analyse the characteristics of the papers presented during the EAA 
congresses studied (1998, 2000, 2002 and 2005). Clearly not all papers presented during these 
congresses can be labelled as European. Under the classification system described in section 
3.2., we first analyse the number of European papers, before exploring the distinctive 
characteristics of European papers compared to local and international papers in terms of co-
authorship patterns, research topics and research methodology. 
 
Table 1 presents an analysis of the papers presented by country. Overall, contributions come 
from more than 51 different countries. The 1998, 2000, 2002 and 2005 congresses were 
attended by participants from 23, 32, 22 and 45 countries respectively. Table 1 tabulates the 
number of papers per country, reporting figures only for the 22 countries with more than 10 
papers for the four congresses. The number of papers per country is adjusted for the number 
of co-authors: for example, a joint paper by a German and a Swede counts as half a paper for 
Germany and half a paper for Sweden. These 22 countries may play a role of varying 
importance across the years, but overall they always account for 95% of the papers. Only one 
country represents more than 15% of papers (the UK), thus no particular country has a 
significant impact on our findings. Half of the papers are concentrated in five countries (UK, 
USA, Spain, Australia, Germany) and the first 10 countries represent almost 75% of the 
papers. Around 30% of the papers come from non-European countries.  
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Insert Table 1 
 
As shown in Table 2, the proportion of Local/European/International papers changes 
dramatically between 1998 and 2005. Whereas local papers represent 71.71% of the papers in 
1998, this percentage falls to 61.04% in 2005. This change is statistically significant (t=2.943, 
p=0.003). Temporal analysis reveals that the shift occurs between 2002 and 2005. Logically, 
the ‘market share’ of global papers increases in the same proportion.  
 
Insert Table 2 
 
Looking in detail at global papers, we find that the proportion of both European and 
international papers increases significantly between 1998 and 2005 (p=0.042 and 0.100 
respectively). Whereas the proportion of International papers varies from one congress to the 
other, the proportion of European papers increases steadily. This pattern seems to confirm the 
EAA’s success in creating a European research community. 
To better understand this increase in European papers, we compare European papers with 
local and international papers in terms of (1) co-authorship strategy (2) research topics, and 
(3) methodology. 
 
Table 3 presents the co-authorship strategy of EAA papers. On average, each paper has 1.89 
authors. Temporal analysis reveals that the number of co-authors is stable over the period 
1998-2002, before increasing to 1.96 co-authors in 2005 (t=1.624, p=0.105 two-tail).  
 
Insert Table 3 
 
Table 3 reveals a significant difference between European, local and international research. 
Except in 1998 (t=-0.778, p=0.437) the average number of co-authors of European papers is 18 
significantly higher than the number of co-authors of local papers. There are no differences 
between international and European research in terms of number of co-authors, except in 
2005 (t=1.715, p=0.087) where international papers are more co-authored than European 
papers. Consideration of the one author/multiple author dichotomy gives similar results - 
European and international papers are more co-authored than local papers, and we find no 
difference between international and European papers in terms of co-authorship (findings not 
tabulated). Note that these findings are time-robust since we find no difference across years 
for the number of co-authors (see the lower part of Table 3). 
 
Table 4 groups the papers by nature (European / Local / Global) and by research topic (Social 
study, Management Accounting, Financial Accounting, Theory, Audit and Speciality). A chi2 
test indicates that the research nature and the research topic are not independent (chi2=64.866, 
p=0.000). More precisely, European research contains a higher proportion of ‘Financial 
Accounting’ than local papers (49.42% versus 34.55%, t=4.476, p<0.000). Conversely, we 
find a statistically significant lower proportion of ‘Management Accounting’, ‘Theory’ and 
‘Social study’ papers in European research than in local research. European papers follow a 
similar pattern to international papers in terms of research topics, except in ‘Management 
accounting’. European research exhibits a higher proportion of management accounting 
papers than international papers (17.51% versus 10.88%, t=2.112, p=0.035). We also note that 
the proportion of ‘Financial Accounting’ papers is marginally lower for European papers than 
for international papers (49.42% versus 56.90%, t=1.671, p=0.095). 
 
Insert Table 4 
 
Table 5 indicates the methodology (Empirical archival, Empirical experimental, Empirical 
field/case study, Empirical survey, Non-empirical analytical, Non-empirical theory, Other and 
Ambiguous) used by European, Local and International papers (Research nature). A chi2 test 19 
indicates that the research nature and the methodology are not independent (chi2=50.000, 
p=0.000). 
 
Insert Table 5 
 
Compared to Local papers, European papers rely more on the ‘Empirical archival’ 
methodology (46% versus 33%, t=3.913, p<0.000) and less on ‘Non-empirical analytical’ and 
‘Non-empirical theory’ than Local papers (respectively 2% and 5% versus 5% and 10%, 
t=2.385, p=0.017 and t=2.324, p=0.020). European and International papers share a similar 
use of methodologies. Only the ‘Empirical field/case study’ methodology is marginally more 
frequent in European than in International papers (33% versus 27%, t=1.621, p=0.106). 
 
Overall, our analysis reveals that European papers are closer to International papers than to 
Local papers. Like International research, European papers exhibit a high proportion of co-
authored ‘Financial accounting’, and ‘Empirical archival’ papers. However, European 
research shares some common features with Local research, especially in the use of 
‘Empirical field/case study’ methodology. Concerning the proportion of management 
accounting papers, European accounting research occupies an intermediate position. This 
finding could be taken as a sign of the emergence of a European research in accounting that 
mixes characteristics of various types of local research and international research. 
4.2.  ANALYSIS OF THE DEMAND OF EUROPEAN RESEARCH 
Tables 6 and 7 analyse the demand for European papers. To carry out this analysis, we 
monitor all papers identified as ‘European’ in 1998, 2000 and 2002. We exclude 2005 from 
our analysis because papers presented in 2005 are unlikely to be published in 2006, given the 
length of the reviewing process. Our analysis is based on 158 papers. For each paper, we 
check whether or not it has been published by browsing three bibliographic databases 20 
(Business source premier, Science direct and Emerald). Combining these three databases 
provides extensive coverage of accounting journals. 
 
Insert Table 6 
 
Out of the 158 papers presented, 55 have been published, in 36 journals. Table 6, Panel A 
ranks the journals by the number of articles published. As might be expected, the European 
Accounting Review published the highest number of European papers (10), followed by 
Accounting, Organization and Society (3) and Management Accounting Research (3). Only 9 
journals published more than 2 papers, and 27 journals published only one European paper. 
This means that European research is relatively dispersed, rather than concentrated in a few 
journals. If we consider the nationality of the journals (see Table 6, Panel B), we find that US 
journals published 18 papers (out of 55), journals managed by European Associations 15 
papers and UK journals 12. 
 
Table 7 presents the development of publication over time. No particular pattern emerges 
from a quick inspection of this table. 
 
Insert Table 7 
 
Table 8 seeks to analyse the factors associated with the likelihood of publication. We include 
four series of factors: the number of co-authors, the nationality of the authors, the nature of 
the classification as European (‘European by the authors’, ‘fully European’, ‘European by the 
sample’ is treated as the benchmark group) and the research topics (Management Accounting, 
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We include the number of co-authors as a determinant because past research (e.g. Glänzel, 
2002) has shown that the number of co-authors is associated with a higher likelihood of 
publication. Many factors may explain this relationship (see Glänzel, 2002): co-authorship 
may foster greater creativity, and multiply the possibility of networking, both these factors 
probably being related to higher chances of publication. Lukka and Kasanen (1996) and Chan, 
Chen and Cheng (2006) have shown that the US and UK dominate accounting literature. We 
therefore also include a dummy variable to capture author nationality. We include research 
nature and research topics (research topics and methodology are highly correlated and we do 
not combine these two sets of variables) as control variables. Note that research nature and 
author nationality are correlated: a paper classified as European by its authors cannot have US 
or Canadian co-authors. This is why we do not include all variables simultaneously. 
 
We present 9 specifications of the model. Given that past research (e.g. Lukka and Kasanan, 
1996; Panozzo, 1997) has shown that English-language and non-English-language papers 
should be separated, we present regression results by considering: ‘All publications’ (models 
1, 2 and 3), ‘US publications’ (models 4, 5 and 6) and ‘publications from English-language 
countries’ (USA, Canada, UK, Australia) (models 7, 8 and 9).  
Our findings are consistent across all nine models. The number of co-authors is generally 
statistically associated with a higher likelihood of publication, consistent with findings in 
other disciplines (see Glänzel, 2002). We also note that if at least one co-author comes from 
the US (or another English-speaking country), the chances of publication are higher whatever 
the type of publication (all publications, US publications or English-language publications). 
The nature of research variables ‘European by the authors’ or ‘Fully European’, are generally 
significant and negative, suggesting that these kinds of paper are less published than papers 22 
that are ‘European by the sample’ (the reference group). Variables on research topics are not 
significant. This suggests that, as far as European research is concerned, publication is not 
related to the research topic but to characteristics of the papers (in terms of co-authorship for 
instance). 
Insert Table 8 
 
5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 
The goal of this paper is to analyse the supply and the demand for European accounting 
research. Several papers in the mid 1990s showed that accounting research is very local in 
nature (Lukka and Kasanen, 1996; Panozzo, 1997; Carmona et al., 1999), although the EAA 
was created in 1977 to foster the emergence of a European research community. A distinctive 
feature of our study is that we do not rely solely on published papers in a limited number of 
outlets (as in previous literature) to assess the existence of a European research community. In 
the first step of our research, we study the supply of European research by coding and 
analysing all papers presented at the 1998, 2000, 2002 and 2005 EAA congresses. Of the 
1622 papers studied, 257 (16%) are European, with an increase after 2002. Overall, our 
analysis reveals that European papers are closer to international papers than to local papers. 
Like international research, European papers exhibit a high proportion of co-authored 
‘financial accounting’ and ‘empirical archival’ papers. However, European research shares 
some common features with local research, especially in its use of ‘empirical field/case study’ 
methodology. Concerning the proportion of management accounting papers, European 
accounting research occupies an intermediate position. Taken as a whole, these findings 
corroborate the idea that European research has certain distinct features compared to other 
types of research.  
Out of the 158 European papers presented at the 1998, 2000 and 2002 EAA congresses, 55 
(34%) had been published by 2006. As expected, the EAR is the major outlet for European 
papers, with 10 papers published. However, British and US journals respectively published 12 23 
and 18 of the identified European papers. The number of co-authors and their nationality are 
the only significant variables associated with the likelihood of publication. This confirms that 
the co-authorship strategy is a key issue in achieving publication. More precisely, papers with 
US or English-speaking co-authors are more likely to be published, especially in US or 
English-language journals. These findings confirm that ‘Anglo-Saxon’ journals are not easily 
accessible to European researchers, even if the research is carried out on European data. 
Surprisingly, neither the research methodology nor the research topic is associated with 
publication. These findings contrast with Raffournier and Schatt (2006), who find that 
financial accounting research is over-represented in academic publications. This might be 
explained by the fact that we do not consider a pre-defined list of journals, instead seeking the 
publication status of each paper presented, whatever the outlet used. 
 
To develop a European accounting research community, researchers must concentrate on 
developing an international co-authorship strategy, and placing more European scholars on 
the journals’ editorial boards. 24 
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Table 1: Analysis of contributions to EAA conference proceedings by country  
  Total (pooled)  1998  2000  2002  2005 
    N mean N mean N mean N mean N mean 
UK 260.10 16.04% 59.03 22.88% 61.25 17.45% 55.08 11.20% 84.73 16.26% 
US 198.97 12.27% 25.17 9.75% 41.75 11.89% 74.63 15.17% 57.42 11.02% 
Spain 147.58 9.10% 14.17 5.49% 25.50 7.26% 67.75 13.77% 40.17 7.71% 
Australia 126.95 7.83% 31.03 12.03% 24.83 7.08% 32.17 6.54% 38.92 7.47% 
Germany 102.50 6.32% 16.33 6.33% 26.33 7.50% 26.50 5.39% 33.33 6.40% 
Netherlands 101.17 6.24% 21.50 8.33% 32.83 9.35% 22.83 4.64% 24.00 4.61% 
Italy 74.43 4.59% 6.33 2.45% 13.83 3.94% 27.83 5.66% 26.43 5.07% 
France 71.50 4.41% 9.00 3.49% 7.33 2.09% 28.00 5.69% 27.17 5.21% 
Sweden 65.60 4.04% 8.83 3.42% 23.00 6.55% 13.50 2.74% 20.27 3.89% 
Canada 61.17 3.77% 7.17 2.78% 8.67 2.47% 24.00 4.88% 21.33 4.09% 
Belgium 55.83 3.44% 9.33 3.62% 10.50 2.99% 19.00 3.86% 17.00 3.26% 
Finland 54.92 3.39% 7.83 3.04% 15.00 4.27% 12.58 2.56% 19.50 3.74% 
Portugal 34.25 2.11% 0.00 0.00% 1.00 0.28% 16.42 3.34% 16.83 3.23% 
Japan 29.33 1.81% 5.00 1.94% 5.33 1.52% 6.00 1.22% 13.00 2.50% 
Greece 26.58 1.64% 2.50 0.97% 6.50 1.85% 8.50 1.73% 9.08 1.74% 
Denmark 26.23 1.62% 3.00 1.16% 8.00 2.28% 7.08 1.44% 8.15 1.56% 
Ireland 22.00 1.36% 0.00 0.00% 5.50 1.57% 4.83 0.98% 11.67 2.24% 
Poland 16.92 1.04% 5.25 2.03% 7.00 1.99% 1.67 0.34% 3.00 0.58% 
Norway 16.08 0.99% 2.00 0.78% 5.83 1.66% 3.25 0.66% 5.00 0.96% 
Hongkong 13.08 0.81% 4.00 1.55% 0.25 0.07% 6.00 1.22% 2.83 0.54% 
New zealand  11.43 0.70% 2.85 1.10% 0.50 0.14% 3.83 0.78% 4.25 0.82% 
Switzerland 10.67 0.66% 3.50 1.36% 2.00 0.57% 2.00 0.41% 3.17 0.61% 
Sub-total 1527.30 94.16% 243.83 94.51% 332.75 94.80% 463.47 94.20% 487.25 93.52% 
Total number of presented papers  1622.00 100.00% 258.00 100.00% 351.00 100.00% 492.00 100.00% 521.00 100.00% 
All figures are adjusted for co-authorship. 29 
Table 2: # of Papers by Nature of Research 
  Total 1998 2000 2002 2005  1998/2000  2000/2002  2002/2005  1998/2005 
  
# of 
papers  %  # of 
papers %  # of 
papers %  # of 
papers %  # of 
papers % 
T test  p value T test  p value T test  p value  T test  p value 
Local 1126  69.42%  185 71.71% 259 73.79% 364 73.98%  318 61.04% -0.571 0.568 -0.063 0.950 4.429 0.000  2.943  0.003 
European by author  80  4.93%  12 4.65% 12 3.42% 16 3.25%  40 7.68% 0.771 0.441 0.133 0.894 -3.092 0.002  -1.593  0.111 
European by sample  52  3.21%  5 1.94% 9 2.56% 22 4.47%  16 3.07% -0.509 0.611 -1.451 0.147 1.172 0.241  -0.918  0.359 
Fully European   125  7.71%  17 6.59% 25 7.12% 40 8.13%  43 8.25% -0.256 0.798 -0.540 0.589 -0.071 0.943  -0.819  0.413 
European 257  15.84%  34 13.18% 46 13.11% 78 15.85%  99 19.00% 0.026 0.979 -1.110 0.267 -1.319 0.188  -2.036  0.042 
International European 78  4.81%  12 4.65% 17 4.84% 15 3.05%  34 6.53% -0.110 0.913 1.344 0.179 -2.584 0.010  -1.044  0.297 
International sample  70  4.32%  11 4.26% 9 2.56% 19 3.86%  31 5.95% 1.162 0.246 -1.036 0.301 -1.534 0.125  -0.980  0.327 
Fully international   91  5.61%  16 6.20% 20 5.70% 16 3.25%  39 7.49% 0.260 0.795 1.732 0.084 -2.982 0.003  -0.658  0.511 
International     239  14.73%  39 15.12% 46 13.11% 50 10.16%  104 19.96% 0.707 0.480 1.326 0.185 -4.378 0.000  -1.645  0.100 
Global (Eur + Int)  496  30.58%  73 28.29% 92 26.21% 128 26.02%  203 38.96% 0.571 0.568 0.063 0.950 -4.429 0.000  -2.943  0.003 
Total  1622  100.00%  258 100.00% 351 100.00% 492 100.00%  521 100.00%                        
 30 
Table 3:Co-authorship and Nature of Research 
Local vs European  European vs International 
   Total  Local  European  International 
T test  p value  T test  P value 
Av # co-authors in 1998  1.86  1.80 1.91 2.13 -0.778  0.437 -0.345 0.730
Av # co-authors in 2000  1.84  1.73 2.09 2.24 -2.270  0.023 -1.137 0.256
Av # co-authors in 2002  1.87  1.84 2.03 1.90 -2.273  0.023 1.268 0.206
Av # co-authors in 2005  1.96  1.81 2.16 2.26 -4.082  0.000 -1.715 0.087
Total 1.89  1.80 2.07 2.16 -4.663  0.000 -1.018 0.309
T  test  1998  vs  2000 0.294  0.871 -0.928 -0.523     
P  value  0.769  0.384 0.356 0.602     
T  test  2000  vs  2002 -0.464  -1.505 0.351 1.885     
p  value  0.643  0.133 0.726 0.062     
T  test  2002  vs  2005 -1.624  0.457 -0.966 -2.205     
P  value  0.105  0.648 0.336 0.029     
T  test  1998  vs  2005 -1.463  -0.065 -1.452 -0.697     
p  value  0.144  0.948 0.149 0.487     
 
Table 4: Nature of Research by Research Topic 
 
Total  Local  European  International  Local vs European  European vs International 
  
# of papers  %  # of papers %  # of papers %  # of papers % 
T test  p value  T test  p value 
Social Studies  146  9.00% 117 10.39% 15 5.84%  14 5.86% 2.244 0.025 -0.010 0.992 
Management accounting  331  20.41% 260 23.09% 45 17.51% 26 10.88% 1.948 0.052 2.112 0.035 
Financial accounting  652  40.20% 389 34.55% 127 49.42%  136 56.90% -4.476 0.000 -1.671 0.095 
Theory 75  4.62% 64 5.68% 4 1.56%  7 2.93% 2.767 0.006 -1.036 0.301 
Audit 154  9.49% 107 9.50% 26 10.12%  21 8.79% -0.301 0.763 0.504 0.614 
Speciality 264  16.28% 189 16.79% 40 15.56%  35 14.64% 0.475 0.635 0.285 0.776 
Total  1622  100.00% 1126 100.00% 257 100.00%  239 100.00%            
Pearson chi-square (10 df) = 64.866, probability = 0.000 31 
Table 5: Nature of Research and Methodology 
  




papers  %  # of 
papers  %  # of 
papers  %  # of 
papers  %  T test  p value  T test  p value 
Empirical Archival  605 37% 372 33% 118 46%  115 48% -3.913 0.000 -0.490 0.624 
Empirical Experimental  47  3% 35 3% 4 2%  8 3% 1.356 0.175 -1.297 0.195 
Empirical Field / Case study  513  32% 363 32% 86 33%  64 27% -0.378 0.705 1.621 0.106 
Empirical survey  176  11% 136 12% 21 8%  19 8% 1.782 0.075 0.090 0.928 
Non-Empirical Analytical 66  4% 55 5% 4 2%  7 3% 2.385 0.017 -1.036 0.301 
Non-Empirical Theory  130  8% 108 10% 13 5%  9 4% 2.324 0.020 0.698 0.486 
Other   76  5% 51 5% 11 4%  14 6% 0.174 0.862 -0.801 0.423 
Ambiguous 9  1% 6 1% 0 0%  3 1% 1.173 0.241 -1.804 0.072 
Total 1622  100% 1126 100% 257 100%  239 100%            
Pearson chi-square (14 df) = 50.000, probability = 0.000 
 Table 6: Publication of European research 
 
Panel A: Journals that publish European research          
Journal Name  # of papers %  Nationality
European Accounting Review  10 18.18%  EUR 
Accounting Organizations & Society  3 5.45%  GBR 
Management Accounting Research  3 5.45%  USA 
Accounting & Business Research  2 3.64%  GBR 
European Journal of Finance  2 3.64%  EUR 
Journal of Accounting Auditing & Finance  2 3.64%  USA 
Journal of European Industrial Training  2 3.64%  EUR 
Journal of International Financial Management & Accounting  2 3.64%  USA 
Abacus 1 1.82%  AUS 
Accounting Business and Financial History  1 1.82%  GBR 
Accounting Forum  1 1.82%  INT 
Accounting, Auditing & Accountability Journal  1 1.82%  AUS 
Annals of Operation Research  1 1.82%  USA 
Auditing 1 1.82%  USA 
Book 1 1.82%  FRA 
British Accounting Review  1 1.82%  GBR 
Comptabilité Contrôle Audit  1 1.82%  FRA 
Contemporary Accounting Research  1 1.82%  CAN 
Corporate Communcations: An International Journal  1 1.82%  NLD 
Corporate Ownership and Control  1 1.82%  UKR 
Critical Perspectives on Accounting  1 1.82%  USA 
European Financial Management  1 1.82%  EUR 
Financial Accountability & Management  1 1.82%  GBR 
Financial Management  1 1.82%  GBR 
Human Relations  1 1.82%  GBR 
Industrial Marketing Management  1 1.82%  USA 
International Journal of Accounting Information Systems  1 1.82%  USA 
International Journal of Auditing  1 1.82%  INT 
International Journal of Operations & Production Management 1 1.82%  GBR 
Journal of Accounting & Public Policy  1 1.82%  USA 
Journal of Business Ethics  1 1.82%  CAN 
Journal of Information Systems  1 1.82%  USA 
Knowledge & Process Management  1 1.82%  USA 
Managerial Finance  1 1.82%  USA 
Public Budgeting and Finance  1 1.82%  USA 
The Bristish Accounting Review  1 1.82%  GBR 
The International Journal of Accounting  1 1.82%  USA 
Total 55 100.00%     
Panel B: Analysis by journal nationality        
US 18    
Europe 15    
UK 12    
International 2    
France 2    
Canada 2    
Australia 2    
Ukraine 1    
Netherlands 1    
Total 55    33 
Table 7: Patterns of publications 
 
    1998 2000 2002 Total 
All publications  10 20 25  55
US publications  3 7 8  18
English speaking publications  6 11 17  34
      
Number of European papers  34 46 78  158
Rate of publication  29% 43% 32%  35%
 
 Table 8: Determinants of publication 
 
  All publications  US publications  Non-US?? English–language publications 
  Model 1  Model 2  Model 3  Model 4  Model 5  Model 6  Model 7  Model 8  Model 9 
  Coef Coef Coef Coef Coef Coef Coef Coef Coef 
    (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) (p-value) 
Av # of co-authors  0.387*  0.321*  0.356*  0.533  0.552**  0.592**  0.245  0.291  0.312 
  (1.794) (1.655) (1.824) (1.614) (2.073) (2.309) (0.936) (1.222) (1.284) 
At least one US co-author    1.356**      1.932**      1.601**   
   (2.764)      (2.871)      (2.806)   
At least one English-speaking co-author      0.598      0.632      0.758* 
     (1.636)    (1.141)    (1.687) 
European by the authors  -1.105**      -1.702**      -1.245*     
  (2.150)    (2.216)    (1.945)    
Fully  European  -0.845*     -1.794**    -1.403**    
  (1.822)    (2.287)    (2.494)    
Management  Accounting  1.004 0.732 0.936 0.368 -0.153 0.085 0.771 0.394  0.6 
  (0.946) (0.586) (0.759) (0.353) (0.116) (0.063) (0.754) (0.313) (0.482) 
Financial Accounting  0.093  -0.16  0.17  -1.467  -1.9  -1.234  -0.626  -0.972  -0.536 
  (0.091) (0.132) (0.143) (1.433) (1.428) (0.953) (0.632) (0.785) (0.448) 
Audit 0.553  0.379  0.413  -0.87  -0.988  -0.878  -0.35  -0.422  -0.395 
  (0.501) (0.294) (0.324) (0.669) (0.642) (0.569) (0.302) (0.304) (0.289) 
Speciality 1.38  1.111  1.25  -0.585  -1.072  -0.79  1.287  0.923  1.063 
  (1.293) (0.887) (1.007) (0.528) (0.773) (0.565) (1.258) (0.734) (0.856) 
Constant  -1.222  -1.753 -2.175* -1.016 -2.241* -2.712**  -0.668  -1.69  -2.180* 
    (1.037) (1.407) (1.764) (0.799) (1.666) (1.966) (0.560) (1.326) (1.722) 
Number  of  observations  157 157 157 136 136 136 136 136 136 
% correctly classified  68%  69% 67% 89% 88% 88% 76% 76% 75%  
                                                 
i The Accounting Review, Journal of Accounting Research, Journal of Accounting and Economics, 
Contemporary Accounting Research. 
ii We chose EAA congresses rather than IAAER (International Association for Accounting Education and 
Research) conferences for several reasons. The EAA congress takes place annually, whereas the IAAER 
research conference takes place every three years, the EAA has more members than the IAAER, and finally the 
IAAER is a more specialized association (more education-oriented) than the EAA. 
iii We exclude papers presented during poster sessions and research forums, principally because the presentation 
format differs from one congress to the other. 
iv We have used a geographical definition of European countries, not restricted to the European community. 
v Note that Lukka and Kasanen (1996) cross-tabulated the first-mentioned author against the first-mentioned 
country of origin of the data (footnote 17, page 765). In this paper, we are able to weight the country by the 
number of co-authors. 
vi ACM: Accounting and Capital Markets (except for 2005), AED: Accounting Education, AHI: Accounting 
History, AIS: Accounting and Information Systems, AST: Accounting and Strategy (except for 2005), ATH: 
Accounting Theory, AUD: Auditing, CPP: Critical and Political Perspectives on Accounting (in 2002 and 2005 
only), EAA: Analytical Research in Accounting and Auditing, FAN: Financial Statement Analysis, FFM: 
Finance and Financial Management (in 2000 and 2002 only), FRG: Financial Reporting, GOV: Governance, 
INA: International Accounting, MAN: Management Accounting, OBA: Organizational and Behavioral Aspects 
of Accounting, PSA: Public Sector and Not-for Profit Accounting, SEA: Social and Environmental Accounting, 
TAX: Taxation and Accounting 
vii Note that we do not exclude analytical and theoretical papers, because a research paper can be defined as 
European by its authors. 196 of the 1622 papers studied are non-empirical (analytical and theoretical papers).  
viii We classify all papers concerning bibliometric analysis, literature review and accounting standard analysis in 
this category. ESSEC  
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